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In accordance with Federal civil rights law and U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) civil rights regulations and 
policies, the USDA, its Agencies, offices, and employees, and institutions participating in or administering USDA 
programs are prohibited from discriminating based on race, color, national origin, religion, sex, gender identity 
(including gender expression), sexual orientation, disability, age, marital status, family/parental status, income 
derived from a public assistance program, political beliefs, or reprisal or retaliation for prior civil rights activity, 
in any program or activity conducted or funded by USDA (not all bases apply to all programs). Remedies and 
complaint filing deadlines vary by program or incident. Persons with disabilities who require alternative means 
of communication for program information (e.g., Braille, large print, audiotape, American Sign Language, etc.) 
should contact the responsible Agency or USDA’s TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TTY) or contact 
USDA through the Federal Relay Service at (800) 877-8339. Additionally, program information may be made 
available in languages other than English. To file a program discrimination complaint, complete the USDA 
Program Discrimination Complaint Form, AD-3027, found online at 
http://www.ascr.usda.gov/complaint_filing_cust.html and at any USDA office or write a letter addressed to 
USDA and provide in the letter all of the information requested in the form. To request a copy of the complaint 
form, call (866) 632-9992. Submit your completed form or letter to USDA by: (1) mail: U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Office of the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C. 

20250-9410; (2) fax: (202) 690-7442; or (3) email: program.intake@usda.gov . 1 

USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer and lender. 

                                                      
1 an updated EEO statement (as of 2016).  

http://www.ascr.usda.gov/complaint_filing_cust.html
mailto:program.intake@usda.gov
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Introduction  
This Errata documents updates to the Chetco Bar Fire Project Biological Assessment (BA) that 

were identified during formal consultation after the final project BA was submitted to USFWS on 

April 26, 2018.  These updates were provided to USFWS during May, 2018 and incorporated into 

the Biological Opinion (BO). 

The final BA and associated BO documents are available in the project record. 

Summary of Information 

The BA page 20:  The following language was added to the project design criteria to clarify PFF 

snag retention: 

The design of the action considered the following hierarchy (Figure 4).  In PFF and 

critical habitat units, first retain legacy snags to meet 4 snags per acre, then priority 

for retention would be the largest snags followed by hardwoods.   

Page 23 references the Gradient Nearest Neighbor (GNN) imagery from 2010 (LEMMA OSU), 

which should read:  Gradient Nearest Neighbor (GNN) imagery from 2012 (LEMMA OSU) 

modified in 2014 for NSO habitat. 

Page 32 paragraph 1 should read: 

Haul would be restricted on all of these roads from April 1 until August 5 of any year, after which 

operations would not occur 2 hours after sunrise or two hours before sunset until September 15, 

with the following exceptions: haul may occur on FSR 1407-150 and 1917-060 prior to June 30, 

however, daily restrictions (2 hours after sunrise and 2 hours before sunset) would still apply 

(appendix C, map 6 and 7). 

Table 7 is titled “Unsurveyed suitable habitat on RRSNF managed lands within the Action Area” 

but should read “Unsurveyed suitable habitat on federally-managed lands within the Action 

Area”. 

Page 33 first sentence under “Effects to Spotted Owl Habitat” should read: Proposed salvage 

harvest and associated activities would occur on approximately 4,378 acres… 
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There were some errors in the acres reported for Danger Tree treatments in the following tables: 

Table 13.  Spotted Owl Habitats within Proposed Chetco Bar Fire Area Salvage Activities. 

Activity 

Non-
Forest Capable Dispersal NRF 

PFF1/
High 
RHS 

PFF1/
Low 
RHS 

PFF2/
High 
RHS 

PFF2/
Low 
RHS 

Total 

Salvage 
Units 

4 3,217 0 0 0 135 133 601 4,090 

Landing 
construction 

0 100.5 0 0 0 0 0 0.25 101 

Temp road 
construction 
(13.5 mi) 

<1 2 1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 5 

Haul Rte 
Danger 
Tree 
Abatement1 

13 94 12 12 3 0 11 37 
182 

 

Grand 
Total 

18 3,413.5 13 12 3 135 145 638 4,378 

1 This is in addition to the RRSNF Danger Tree Abatement project. 

 

Table 14.  Spotted Owl Habitats within Proposed Chetco Bar Fire Area Salvage Activities outside of 
NSO home ranges. 

Activity 

Non-
Forest Capable Dispersal NRF 

PFF1/
High 
RHS 

PFF1/
Low 
RHS 

PFF2/
High 
RHS 

PFF2/
Low 
RHS 

Total 

Salvage 
Units 

1 2236 0 0 0 80 39 301 2657 

Landing 
construction 

0 69 0 0 0 0 0 0 69 

Temp road 
construction 
(3.5 mi) 

<1 2 0.5 <1 <1 <1 <1 <.1 3  

Haul Route 
Danger 
Tree 
Abatement 

10 71 5 9 3 0 11 26 135 

Grand 
Total 

11 2378 6 9 3 80 50 327 2864 

 

Page 39, Table 15 footnote for 1 should read: ¹ “Acres Available” reflect RRSNF subunit values. 

The following revisions were made to the PDC in the final EA for clarification: 

NSO2 Existing snags and down wood- Leave aggregates and individuals of large legacy snags (See PFF 
decision tree and affected units above).Avoid and protect existing large down wood ≥10 inches dbh to the 
greatest extent possible. Use treatment skips to avoid large dead wood (>20 inches dbh) or areas of 
accumulated dead wood. Leave 1.4 percent cover of down wood in harvest units. 

 

It was found that the acres of PFF removed by the RRSNF danger tree salvage was not accounted 

for in table B-1.  The acres of PFF available in this project should match the result of the removal 

of PFF post-danger tree treatment since those acres have already been consulted on.  The 

following table displays the correct information. 
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Table B-1. Existing Habitat and Effects of the Proposed Action for Chetco Bar Fire Salvage Project 
NSO Sites.  

 

OWL Total 
PFF 
(%H
R) 

PFF1 
High 
RHS 
(%H
R) 

PFF1 
Low 
RHS 
(%H
R) 

PFF2 
High 
RHS 
(%H
R) 

PFF2 
Low 
RHS 
(%H
R) 

Reduc
ed 

PFF1 
High 
RHS 

(%HR) 

Reduc
ed 

PFF1 
Low 
RHS 

(%HR) 

Reduc
ed 

PFF2 
High 
RHS 

(%HR) 

Reduc
ed 

PFF2 
Low 
RHS 

(%HR) 

POTENTIAL 
HABITAT 
EEFECTS 

DETERMINATI
ON 

98 496 
(15) 

160 

(5) 

51 

(2) 

133(
3) 

153 
(4) 

0(0) 14 (<1) 5 (0) 1 (0) LAA 

101 323 

 (9) 

186 
(5) 

41 
(1) 

51 
(2) 

48 
(2) 

0 (0) 18 (<1) 5 (0) 8 (0) LAA 

102 360 
(11) 

165 
(5) 

95 
(3) 

6 
(<1) 

95 
(3) 

0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) NE 

128 831 
(24) 

300 
(9) 

76 
(2) 

191 
(6) 

265 
(8) 

0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) NE 

142 393 
(12) 

237 
(7) 

51 
(2) 

13 
(<1) 

91(3) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 16 (1) NLAA 

143 584 
(17) 

226 

(7) 

108 

(3) 

105 
(3) 

148 
(4) 

0 (0) 0 (0) 47 (1) 20 (1) LAA 

162 703 
(20) 

352 
(10) 

99 
(3) 

41 
(1) 

210 
(6) 

0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 60 (2) NLAA 

200 385 
(11) 

193 
(6) 

94 
(3) 

7 
(<1) 

92 
(3) 

0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) NE 

256 271 

(8) 

140 
(4) 

25 
(1) 

30 
(1) 

77 
(2) 

0.25 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 4 (0) NLAA 

307 983 
(29) 

176 
(5) 

107 
(3) 

215 
(6) 

487 
(14) 

0 (0) 8 (0) 31 (1) 123 (4) LAA 

308 127 

(4) 

39 
(1) 

32 
(1) 

1 
(<1) 

59 
(2) 

0 (0) 19 (<1) 0 (0) 39 (1) NLAA 

309 137 
(4) 

75 
(2) 

14 
(<1) 

1 
(<1) 

47 
(1) 

0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) NE 

367 569 
(17) 

276 

(8) 

93 

(3) 

64 
(2) 

137 
(4) 

0 (0) 0 (0) 24 (1) 58 (2) LAA 
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